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@ CiA Daputy Director John McMahon, in testimony before
a House Inteiligence Subcommittes, estimated that the
Soviet Union had spent $200 million on propaganda and
covert campaligns against NATO desployment of enhanced-
_radiation (neutron-bomb) weapons and the modernization of
theater nuclear weapons.

Enhanced radiation weapons (ERW) increase radiation
while greatly reducing blast (tenfold) and heat damagse to
surrounding areas. Made for use in shortrangs, tactical
nuclear weapons such as the Lance missile and 8-in.
howitzer, they would probably be used against large con-
centrations of Warsaw Pact tanks, a major threat to NATO.

The campaign agalnst the neutron bomb began in the
summer of 1977 and was manifested in a series of coor-
dinated diplomatic moves, overt propaganda, and covert
political action, said McMahon. It began in the Soviet and
East European press and spread to communist international
front groups all over the world. “The purpose of this front-
group activity was to maintain the’ campaign’s momentum
and to draw noncommunists into the campaign, particularly
in Western Europe. What had begun as a Soviet effort now
appearsd to many as a general public reaction to the allegad
horrors of the neutron bomb,” said McMahon. -~

By far the most important comments, said McMahon,
appeared in the noncommunist press in the political center
or on the left. “A segment of this press could be counted on
to react almost automatically once the neutron bomb re-
ceived attention in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe.
Others in this group could be expected to react negatively for
various raasons: anti-Americaniam, doubts on NATO's viabil-
ity, hopa for maintaining good relations with the Soviet

Union, or an honest distasts for the development of new

'ﬁ‘pons of mass destruction. For the Soviets the real
propaganda success lay in the broad, adverse editorial treat-
ment given the bomb by this second journalistic sector.”

A second front was formed using direct contacts between
politicians and organizations on both sides of the iron
curtain. “In late January 1978, McMahon continued, “every
Wastern government announced that it had received a letter
from Brazhney warning that the production and deployment
of the n=utron bomb constituted a serious threat to
detante.._Western parliamentarians received similar letters
from membaers of the Supreme Sovist, and Soviet trade-union
officials sent Istters to Wastsrn union organizations and
their leaders.” It was clear, the CJA official said, that the So-
viets were focusing their attack on our NATO allies, who had
to decids whether to accept deployment of the weapons on
their soil. .

Still other approaches were made at UN disarmament
mestings, Soviel front organizations, and European Com-
runist Party-sponsored msetings, said McMahon. Ons such
meeling, the “International Forum Against the Neutfon
Bomb,” organized by the Dutch Communist Party, drew

’ 40,000 people from all over Europe.
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While it is difficuit to assess the full impact of the anti-
neutron-bomb campaign, the Carter Administration in Aprii
of 1978 daferred production of the enhanced-radiation ele-
ment of the warheads indefinitely while procesding with
modifications to the warhaads themselves to make them
compatibie with ER components. In commenting on the re-
sults of the Sovist bloc campaign, the ClA testimony quoted
the chief of the International Department of the Hungarian
Communist Party, Janos Berecz, as saying, “The political
campaign against the neutron bomb was one of the most sig-
nificant and most successful since World War I1.” McMahon
also noted that *“the Sovist Ambassador to the Hague
(Netherlands) at that time was subsequently dacorated by
the CPSU (Communist Party of the Soviet Union) in
recognition of the success of the Dutch Communist Party,
undar his direction, in organizing the high point of the anti-
neutron bomb campaign.” ’

With the nesutron bomb temporarily defusad, testified
McMahon, the Soviat Bloc turned its efforts against tha U.S.-
initiated move to modernize the theater nuclear forces (TNF)
by deploying the highly accurats grounddaunched cruise
missile (GLCM) and the Parshing Il missila. Scheduled for de-
ployment in lats 1383, they will, for the first time, place tar-
gets on Soviet soi! within ranga of NATO ground-basad mis-~
siles. The purpose of the modernization is to minimize the
risk that the Sovists might believe they could use their long-
range waapons to make or threaten limited strikes against
Western Europe without NATO being able torespond in kind.

The Soviet Bioc campaign used tactics similar to those in
the neutron-weapon effort, McMahon said, including con- !

tacts with legislators, mass meetings, and a worldwids press
and poster campaign. The posters, he testified, “adorned
every block and wall in Western Europe.” Some of the argu-
ments used against modernization of the TNF were that the
transfer of cruise-missile technology was prohibited under
SALT !l and that the TNF wouid undermine future arms-con-
trol negotiations. -

Despite the Soviet Bloc efforts, NATO approved TNF mod-
ernization in December 1979, aithough the Netherlands and
Belgium deferred a decision on whether to allow basing
these weapons on their soil. The British government strongly .‘
supported TNF, but the leaders of its Labor Party have
strongly opposed basing cruise missiles on English soil.

Another witness at the hearing described the types of
contacts possessed by Soviet Bloc intelligence and their ef- !
fectiveness in carrying out such campaigns. He was Ladisliav }
Bittman, former deputy chief of the Disinformation Depart-
ment of the Czechoslovak Intelligence Service. Bittman
defected to the West after the Soviet invasion of his country
in 1968. He gave an inside view of Soviet Bloc intelligence ac-
tivities a decade earlier. His Disinformation Department had
close contacts with West European media. It put out faise
stories for Western consumption, including forged docu-
ments. Forgeries of documents attributed to President Car-
ter and Vice President Mondale .were material at the
hearings. Bittmann’s department also operated *‘agents-of-
influence,” high-level westerners who held key positions In |
foreign governments or media who would aid them in their
mission. Bittman said he personally controlied several mem-
bers of the West German parliament and a director of a na-

tional television network in a western European country. He
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